has been studied in various special cases. Tor example, if a n = a 0 (all n), (1.0) reduces to the Taylor expansion of F{z). If « " = ( -l) n , J. M. Whittaker 2 showed that the series (1.0) converges to F(z) provided F(z) is an integral function whose maximum modulus satisfies ,-logif(r) . lim -s-i-' < £77, the constant J77 being the "best possible". In the case \a n \ < 1, I have shown 3 that the series converges to F(z) provided F(z) is an integral function whose maximum modulus satisfies and 4 that while '7259 is not the "best possible" constant here, it cannot be replaced by a number as great as "7378.
In this paper, I consider a generalisation of Whittaker's result, namely the case in which a n = cu n where \co\ = 1 (argo> ^0 ) , and prove 00 THEOREM I. The series 2 F M (a> n ) P n (z), where |to| = l, argtu^O, 
The constant p x is shown to be the "best possible" in this case, and it is evident that Whittaker's result follows as a special case, since
It is possible to sharpen condition (1.1) of Theorem I, and we prove THEOREM II. / / we define CJ, P n (z), p x as in Theorem I, the series
converges uniformly to F(z) in any bounded region, provided F(z) is an integral function satisfying
where <f>{z) is a function of z such that S VT</>(&) is absolutely convergent.
2. Let the moduli of the zeros of/(z, o>) be arranged in a sequence p n in ascending order of magnitude. Differentiating (1.2) we have
it follows that Q 0 (x) = l and Q n (l) = 0 ( n > 0). has f> poles (at most) between C and F, residues ^4 x (a;), respectively, these residues being bounded for x in any bounded region. Now I f(z, co) I has no zeros on F and thus has a positive minimum on F which will be denoted by m. Since \f(z, u>) | = fiz, -j , we have, using 
arises from the definition of S nk (#/w) in (2.17).
3. From (2.10), (2.19), on expanding F< n) (z) in its Taylor series, we get Hence, from (2.18) and (3.1), R n {z) is less in modulus than the sum of the remainders of two convergent series and thus tends to zero as n tends to infinity. From (2.11) it then follows that the interpolation series 
